lep } 0 See \ctiondate< { >er 7, 2 

REMARKS 
a^'Oi,! < ciaims I -21 \> ^ 

claims 1, 10, II , .13, 15-16, and 18 have been amended. No new matter has been added. 

^ppHca. ,s w' » i i of c'arms 1-2 >v> of the 

claim amendments and remarks below, and submit that all pendi , . * s present!) 
hi condition for allowance. 

C lai LQbjecdo 

On page 3 of the office action dated December 7, 2009 ("the O o t *eti >n) 
claims 10, 1 1 and 13 stand objected to for informalities. 

Claims 10, 1 1 and 13 have been amended to address the objections. 

s " y ^ " of Claim? 1-21 

On page 3 of the Office Action, claims 1-21 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 
because the claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. This rejection 
s ' ^ v c^: 

\a ing > ie Interim Exaj nation instruction, * . K *v 

Eligibility Under 35 U.S.C §101 issued by the Acting Deputy Commissioner on August 
~ -> 5 ' v v n r determining subject matter eligibility and both must 

^ - s - Cv } most ! ie eirecivx to no o< 1 a o s 

c \U gories md ■ u ,t lot be win lis di -ected to sub ect matter encompassing a 



As for step i, the "subject matter of the claim must be directed to one of the four 
snhvc 1 v tw c m go \ ' \xncl>, "1. Process an act or a series , , -m-rw that 

- - ^ * as or transform a particular article into a 

different state or thing, ii. Machine - a concrete thing, consisting of parts, or of certain 
devices and combination of devices. This includes every mechanical device or 
combinatfc sc < powers- and devices to perform some function and produce a 
certain effect or result, iii. Manufacture •••• an article produced from raw or prepared 
nue sals - giving to less naterials new forms qualities, properties, or combinations, 

c en \ Composition o mat\ , m 
two or more substances and all composite articles, whether they be the results of 
coerce * . 0' a.< e * in < ^ct t ^ v >. ^ v 

s ^dM"u 'vari refers to various hardware components 

(or machines that are concrete thing, consisting of parts, or of certain devices and 
combination of devices) including "first bub network'; "first server", "second server", 
"first client", "second client", "first hub network and said second hub network overlap", 
and "first server is connected to said first client and said second client". 

As for step 2, the Instructions indicate that "claims [must] not [be] directed to 
one of the statutory categories: i. Transitory forms, of vara! trans n.is or example 
>«>p; elect :al or electromagnetic signal p$r se). ii. A naturally occurring 
organism. 5 A human per ss. iv. A legal contractual agreement between two parties. 

lies v. \ c\mip m - 1 

is maintained here and further explained below that claim 1 is not directed to a computer 



program per sc. but rather it is directed to a network having a o ^ , - ^ , 

and software, 

: as; A nenvork eon 



(s) s i^lkl&X^YOji including a nrsijerv_er„ a first 
chem a ; a v ... i ' chcm. 

_ a chen\ 

(c) a second hub network including a second server 
and said first client, and said second server is 
connected to said first client, such that said first 
lib iti_2_ ■ 

(d) wherein two hub networks overlap when both of 
the hub networks include at least one same device; 

e) where I s stores - nte it b< i c 

to said first hub network and stores second content 
bound to said second hub network, and 

(f) wherein content bound to a hub network is 
represented by locked content data and 
corresponding licenses stored on a server 
connected to the hub network, and the bound 
content can only be played or presented through a 
compatible compliant device thai is bound to the 
hub network, 

J __s 

v - ^ _ z i ? < u 

network, but can; , 



o ' >- s - ^ o ,_\ and 

serein a compliant device operates iccordi - 
processes defined for a device that is a member of 
a hub network and eanno; n , - >le copy of a 



fcation designators and emphasis added for easy reference) 



Serial No, 1 ~ ^5" 
Reply to Office Action dated December 7, 2009 

'Hie Office Action (on top of Page m g v s 

thai the claims recite hardware components. The claims recite a network, comprising a 

- - v nme-m\c,s App'icas .< f - de-*c-box ^ 

includes devices and that each device in the hub network is a server, client or both (page 
14, lines 11-12). Applicant specification forte describes hat device t . 
network ere. ironn ent is s )fiv ire and that impletnetuauons of the in\ ei t o \ ealmet 
in computer software (page 13, lines 30-31, page 54, lines 7-8). Furthermore, the 
claimed client and servers do not comprise any functional hardware, and client and 
servers s ves lay be considered as software." However, : Apphca» - 
v* . ^ \ vner regarding the interpretation of the el 
- ■> \ . , > d - w v v \ d . 
clients and servers do not comprise any function hardware, and client and servers 
m a> software. 

Contrary to the Examiner's assertion, the specification (on page 54, lines 7-8) 
svres \\ v > ' c w c wu ^ ^ 

<- ; ^ , e , ~ < a? nw;;Kx?ccTol'>^? Rv , 

^ ns mehide references to hardware eomponem including 
5 v k s^conc-e-\e < rst v. ent sun.w f ^ 

> - 5 network over u?\ ane ' fi st <»ewc. s < <. . v. s id 

o v Wkv\ , - v s , , . v v m 

^ hrcct to a network "wherein said second client connected to said 
s ^ ^ .le-w <rk can play or present the first content 
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\> , A t . \ , oj - : <-> 

etwork canno r present the sec content b 

e do*e. clam 1 ,s 

hardware and software. The concept of "bound content" requires the client bound to a 
hub network to stay connected to a server also bound to the same hub network, 

- components tecited in claim 1 are functionally necessary and 

cannot bt 'c e limitations of claim t can be entc 

as software include "binding"' the content to 3 hub network, "storing" corresponding 
licenses on a server connected to the h b vnvoik are 1 p'a\ nv o- pn= 
content through a compatible compliant device that is bound to the hob network. 

Accordingly, it is submitted that the rejection of claims 1-21 based upon 35 
u.S.C. §101 has been overcome by the present remarks and withdrawal thereof is 
w >,;:,\b e ; 

ih- ; m 0 

" \ < k v e ^hadyetal (I S Patent No 83,958 

hereinafter referred to as "Elabbady"), in view ofPeinado (U.S. Patent No. 7,073,063; 

V v. v. V V X K 

* ^ v.^ Col " hrcs 53-o trt ».o. 0 es " , 



N ~ e ~o« ,b e content 

' '(> be configured to provide 
appropriate protection for copyrighted media content that 
may be shared between the various networked devices. 



h \ .87,357 
Reply to OfBce Action dated December 7, 2009 



s ccord v a' - i\ v 
present lavezfton, media LS 207 emp-o vs a me&a cont ent 
^ - - ^ ^ _ a proper 

S^lliLOO jA;^:^l^lA.in70y media 
o^ oi *V> orwith multi ple m edia 

so or alien x> associate 

^peciek 

\v h( di g pla v mg de- *ee^ Income > 

be associated with a sp ec- ifk 
. , term 

c ount user, 

N *P —to dzati o i ^mpanv etc., that ma \ in s 
vVi e_ . _ i_ ,\. 



Col. 10 5 ! 3 > k 3 1 > vv received the 
selected media content file from device 206 over network. 
204 (e.g., FIG. 2A). In act 09 ; the media content file is 
N N ^ o ^ ^ ; i v. a m 

attempts to decode the file and play it. If media 

~ J X A __ ^ 

^ N ! ^ - v_ / 

_0 ■> - o_- - e-_ " V t u\nse client 326 request a media 
pkp. ing license from a license generator 312 of network 
device manager 302 of device 202. , . . if t he lice nse 
_ ^ — s ^o x_ - f m_. 

ecixst s a lic ense 
_ N ' s > . • s 0 v ^ \_> a'^ 

_ , ^_-A x.t-~ - A., s^o p_ > _m - 

c» -e generator 312 :hen p:\ome-- iho 
license to , . TdL'^'n , .c Xc-^c ^ oo^ 

provided to media decoder/player 324, which can then 

the med a coo en 

file. 

(Emphasis added for easy reference) 
The Office Action further states that "media content file is protected and heens 
on med- 1 aa ^ v -.a w needed to play. Licence :a » 
< e s n gistered." 
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1 N! ^ > < on 1 cense scheme 

> U sneCifk U 

s v v s meant to represe < , v ^ 

group, oi gi i ) npan) , etc., that may in some way seek to use a device to hold 

' ^ ^v- v M \ - reorient IKme^ eu the blabbac!} 
scheme requires the media device to check the license that is associated with the content 
f le content 

In contrast, the "bound content" concept of the present claims "binds ? the content 
v i o.nnad n huh ncmork b> storing the license for the content and the content itself in 
esiding v\ ithm the particular hub network. Once the content is "bound" 
to the particular hub network, any compatible compliant device that is bound to that 
^ % e - . . n nV ^< ; - e \* . >e c. w - ve c ^ 
" v \ , ^ N ,\ u\c, recites: 
" ne v x "k :on ? 

^ x a s ih network i eluding a first server, a first 
client, and a second client, 

(b) wherein said first server is connected to said first 
client and said second client; 

e \ mb network including a second server 
v n . i ^ervei is 
connected to said first client, such that said first 
hub network and said second hub network overlap, 

^ jp * in Dotn o* 
the hub networks include at least one same device; 



Reply to Office Action dated December 7, 2009 



(e) wherein said first client stores first content bound 
' * \ v work and stoies s , «. v 

bound to sal se r > network, a id 

- -\..oc\od comcit cati and 
_______ ^ __- 

__v . v oound 
o -\e- w . . 

__ z& to the 

hub network . 

* ' e ' - - Lbi" ' - - a 

_ ' c cw: ^ - „„J'o) _iO ' t.;v\_ \x c ; ^ 
l_^ew^ .j. 
___ % __ 

_._ _ _ ^ „- and 



(h) wherein a compliant device operates according to 
processes defined tor a device thai is a member of 
a hub network and cannot make a usable copy of a 
discrete instance. 

(Limitation designators and emphasis added for easy reference) 

Regarding limitations (f) and (g) of claim L they recite that "content bound to a 

n-es sted by locked content data and eorresponc 1 , 

a server connected to the hub network, and the bound content can only be played or 

presented through a compatible compliant device that is hound to the hub network" and 

- ^ en to .aid first server and hound to no;0 h i iosvo 

can pbix - ^ c,e - u v , c ovk \n<v 

preset ' e corn tent bo md to said second hub network." 

n " ice st !> ira 

. - ^~ - IhesvoaKg 




Reply to Office Action dated Decern! 



[0062] When a media network environment includes two or 
more hub networks, some or ail of the hub networks may 
overlap. < ^ hub networks overlap when both of the hub 

v ^ orbs and 

■S a spanning device. A spanning device stores (or can 
store) content data for instances bound to each of the hub 
networks. Accordingly, the spanning device can present 
content bound to multiple respective hub networks (a 
bound instance is bound to only one hub network) .... 

{G072J The storage device 2730 is connected to the server 

*: * voth the server device 1715 \cc 
the storage device 1730 and the server device 1715 can 
exchange discrete instances. The storage device 1730 is 
connected to the player device 1 735 and the player device 
1 735 can present non-compliant copies of content data 
^ k use the player 

depict; I "35 is a n. -. 

1735 cannot play or present compliant content data stored 

levied 730. The storage device 1 730 cannot 
n \c , ~ o . o v cm discrete instances stored on the 
storage device ! 730. 

Therefore, in reading claim 1 in Sight of the specification, the "bound content" 
concept of claim 1 "binds" the content to a particular it b etvv % > 

. . v. v -> \ & storage de\ k e cs o ^ 

huh . o:v in < v.: to the Habbady's license scheme which rec a ... 

\ s associated wit the content or entity before playing the 

sonte T j c ras mad} s license scheme claim ! alios - rv 

bat is bound to that particular hub neiv or i play s « 
'resen e . c once the content is "bound" to the particular hub 
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Serial No. 10/68735 
Rs > }fliee k c v e 2 



Regarding limitation (h) of claim 1, it recites "wherein a compliant device 
> w • - - ' * -on Jenzicd v a device that is a member < < 1 - tw< 
and cannot make a usable copy of a discrete instance." 

< v Nvl N V.O 11 iL'sf P i g-. il f(«}^ ; s 

published in US 2004/01 1 7440. This paragraph is recited here as follows (emphasis 
added); 

" -0 \. v v , - < „o vat .s c ^p tant 

with huh network operation is in one of two exclusive 
states: discrete or bound. A discrete instance is independent 
of any hub network and can be played or presented through 
^ > ; . co* ce according to lit- license of the 

Icvlu cannot 
take a (sable copy of a discrete instcma 1 > 
^ y ^ _ t 
' - v that is a member of thai hub 

network 

The Office Action states that Peinado teaches this limitation in col 2, hoes 40- 

43; col. .17, lines 9-15; col. 17, lines 51-56; col. 37, lines 15-21; and col. 38, lines 39-52. 

, o : mated here: 

[col. 2, lines 40-43] As but one example, such a trusted 
software c( nj c i p :\ ents a user of the computing 
deuce f:m» _ v. ^ •-ik i digital content, except 
as other* seal! wedi rb] the content owner thereof. 

col 17, lines 9-15 a 1 ! 
a " 't'nj' user has the r got > 

s mthcrs^r;- 

Uescnpuon in each license 1 6 and based on what the user is 
attempting to do u iih the digital content 12. For example, 

^ v\ < the user to render the 

v . v - - ? m but not into a decrypted 
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[col, 17, lines 51-56] For example, the content owner of 

i em 1 2 may have 1' ected that \o tec se - 
be granted to allow a user to print a text document or to 

presentation into an un-encrypted form. 

[col. 37, lines 15-21} ... the portable device 62 at the 
appropriate time by application of the black box private key 
c - V< >d Y ' I BB-PD an« the sub-1 
6s s t lerefore tied oi bound U c 
should be appreciated, without re-encrypting the content 
- J\ " VN ue\ :ee o2. which would not know 
(PR-BB-CO), would not be able to decrypt \ PI K BB-C 0 
(KB)} to obtain (KB). 

In contrast to limitation (h) of claim 1. which states xlvs < o, « :?o c < , 

operates according to processes defined for a device that is a member of a hub network 

and cannot make a usable copy of a discrete ms-nt therein a discrete ms^ee is 

independent of any hub network, the above-recited pa^ a e-> .rueo , - 

tented software component prevents a user of the computing device from making a copy 

N ' v <x as otherwise allowed for by the content owner 5 through 

the use of a license. These passages do not include a concept of a "discrete instance'" of 

content. 

lasto * , s n a 5 : ^c i <>- i_ v< s e-. , v o 

the previous office actions, claim 1 should be allowable over die combination of 
Eiabbady and Peinado. Regarding independent claims 1 5, 16, and 1 8, similar arguments 
sthos v i apply to these claims fherefore, claim 5, 16, anc dais 
be allowable over the combination of Eiabbady and Peinado. Since claims 2-11 J 3-14, 
- N <- . vm oneofeiah-Ps > v s claims 2-11, 13 14,17 and 19- 

21 shock: also x a a .trie over the combination of Eiabbady and Peinado. 



s - x 687,3: 
Reply to Office Action dated sXwirtv; "\ j >{ ,l > 



tccoiding s submit hat the r ejects f claims 1- 5 s 

N N - * . eon overcome by the present rema-xs - 



§.103 Reiec ionofC fai m 12 

On page 17 of the Office Action, claim 12 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as be ng unpaten able over Elahbad} and Peinado, in view of Rofheart et al. (U.S. Patent. 
No. 7,058,414; hereinafter referred to as "Rofheart"}. 

Rofheart is merely cited for teaching "defining an environment for a oetwoi k b> 
travel time of packets with a network " Even assuming arguemk x N v res 
! " " % - v *'o > ' s ><> ^ sJo.se the 

abow-o-. e ^ w v 1 
s - ~ \ < and Rofheart. 

Accordingly, it is submitted that the rejection of claim 12 based upon 35 U.S.C. 
overcome b sop esen 2 err as vs ai 1 ^ i bdi 
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? v e Action dated Ds( ; 7 I < 



Coaclasjon 

i ) reques eonsi 

condition for allowance. 

hi the event that additional cooperation in this case may be helpful to complete 
its prosecution, the Examiner is cordially invited to contact Applicant's representative at 
the telephone number written below. 

Dated: ^ $> By „ ~ > „ . 

' Samuel S. Lee 
Regf'No, 4.2,791 

, n ^ o; -o " ^ * es & Sas itch LLP 

S n Di go, : f< mia 92.101-4469 
(619) 525-3821 



